o : o ‘However, for reasons stated below, this officer will
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Walter J. Rogkler, Esq.
Director, 0ffice of Special Inveshigntione [

. Criminal Division . o )
) Department of Justice o Lo s : :
= © 1375 K Street, N.W. 2
_ Nashington, D.C. 20530 .
s " Dear Mr. Rockler: . :; t _ : R

. . This ta in resnonse to Mr. Martin Mendelsaohn's letter ‘ .
to [ E] of this Office, dated 6 December
1979 informing us that an action had been filed in the U. 5.

= . District Court in New Jersey to revoke the citizenship of
Tscherlm Soobzokov. In that lettec Mr. Mendelsohn asked
that six documents be made available for use by the Office N
of Special Investigations. In response to that request, the
» appropriate offices of the. Agency have examined the documents
and the circumstances surrounding their acquisition. ' The
. concerns brought to light as a teault of that review are

presented below. (C) ) N . . »

» N B ) -

® Documents 1 and 2 ’ . -

s

CIA is prepared to make these documents availahle for
" use in thia case, and indeed, we would be willing to provide
as a witness the custodian of the documents of the Directorate
of Operations who can testify that the documents were found
in the records system of the Directorats of Operations and .
that the documente had been in our fllea since 1952. (C) N

‘not be permitted to testify as to the circumstances sugrolnding
the acquisition of the documents; that is, that ‘these

documents were-placed into the CIA records system by a staff
enployse who received them from Saob Zokov - in Amman, Jordan et N
ln 1952, (S) . . e

A etatement of the circumstances surrounding the : ©
acquisition of these documents would constitute an aFficLal
admission of a CIAjpresence and activity in Jordan, As .
recent developments in” the Middle Eaat have clearXy indicated,
even mere allegations of CIA activity'often provoks serious
reactions by the governments..and cltizens of Middle East
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. countries. (The L[ ;:7 would be partl ulérly
sensitive to sn official acknowledasment of CIA nntlglfv in.
= A parsiies concern 18 that 8sny admiesion of.

CIA activity fﬁlJordan would most certdinly damage, {f not -

destroy, our ability to withhold that.information from

pyblic disclosure during the procassing of FOIA and Privacy -
Act requeste ar in other clvll ;or criminal cases. (5)

For the following reasons the CIA witness also w111 not
be permitted to identify the original recipient of the .
documents. - -In 1952 this 0fflcer was assigned to r=. 3 under
affintal. cnver. that 16. & .

:] Ta discloge the TECT LhAt an ostensiole C_
transmitted informatlaon directly to CIA «

would onily- exacecbate the potential for adverse’ roactlonp
mentioned abova. To.disclose the Fact that this 1nd1vlduai
was, in fact =7 would huve even more serivus
coneehqenceez First, tne individuala’ he was known *o have
contacted 1 could be placed in danger. Second, his =
cover. posicion:wouid most certainly be compromised.c Orflcial
acknoyledgenent of" the use of T -JTcover inC - would 4in
itself be. daaaglng. : -3 has/oxpressso its . .
seridus concern over ofriciax acnnowledgenent ‘of the use of
= .2 cover.and the continued” willingness 'and’ ahllity oftthe:
. _J to provide covet to:the:Agency-1s, in our vdew,
‘gopencenc-on CIA's ability to prevert public“dieeloaure
of, thoae ingtences’ where’ covar has been axtended.; (5)

v

Finally, the circumstancea surrounding,the career of’
the recipient of .the documént and his immediste subordinate-
present additional copcern. As stated earlier, the fifat

‘individyal was- ‘asgsigned to C 2 under official cover.. -

‘He remained under officlal cever. for, some time following

that assignment, and to oyr knowledge waa novet eurfaced: es
a CIA employse. . Givén the success,.of hL@ ‘cover, 8 decision
was made ‘to mesign him 'to an.even more dovert status,

"and for the ‘rémsinder of hla.caroeb with CIA,*'this indiéiﬁual

operated under non-officifl covary Whén this individual* - h'
retlred !pom CIA-he drd 80, undor non-offlcialacover. (S) ’

The indiyiduals he .dealt with ‘hed ‘no- Lndicatlon

. 'that he wao:assoclated with LKe CIA, American Intelligende,

or the U.S. Government. Consequontly, he: was sble to ,»
operate ih ereas that are cloeed to U.S.' Govérnment officiale
and to contact nnd recruit lndlvtduela who would normally

.
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not ;ssociate with representatives of our government. Even
in'retirement thse government has continued to make use of
this individual and of the coptacts_he established {7

|

The duty ‘of handling, Soobzokov in Amman fell not only
to the Adgency .officer described above, but to his immediate
‘subordinate who also was under [~ ~=J cover. There is the
danger therefors that the use or these documents may lead to
the disclosure of the identity of this second officer and
his activitigs. In contrast to the First officer, this
individual remained: under official cover for the. remainder

~of ‘his career with CIA, andgrecently retired under-official
- cover. Because our cover arrangements often provxde for

cC

T Disclosure of the '

1dentity of this second individual and his CIA affiliation

would cause damage to Agency operations not only [ -—J

bu* in the many other places this officer served. 1t wouud,
for certain, place his immediste contacts in personal .
danger, damage the ascufity of installations and operstions
with which he was associated, and weaken our ability to
“waintain similar cover,' The resultant damage of such
.disclosure could conceivably be wide rsnging--the ‘identi-
’ficatxon of other indiyiduals could lead 'to the identification
of still more covert employees, thus endangering sources and
compromigng operations that had no direct nexus to the

originul employee. (s)

. In eum, it is neceaaary to avoid any @ction and any uss *
of these two documents thst would lead to: 1). the identi-
fication of the presence of the CIA facility in: Jordan,}or

.identify or deacribe the sctivitles:=corducted in Jordan,
2) the identification of the original reciplent of the o
document, and 3) ‘ddentification of the immedxate eubordinate of

the recipient of the document. (8S)

Documaht 3

CIA is prepared tp provide a redacted version of the
document for use in this case and to provide as a witness a
representative from the 0ffice of Security who can .testify

SEGRET
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"< interview conducted on Soabzokov in Beirut,

N ' OLURE]

that the document was prepared by a representative of that
office following an interview with Soobzokov in 1953 and
that the documert had been in our files since that date..
Howaver, neither this officer, nor any CIA witness, will be
permitted to discuss the full text of the document or the
circumstancaa surrounding its acquisition. (C) ;

The document was prepared following a polygraph

Lebanpn in

1953. The interview was -conducted at the request of Soobzokov
case officer, the first individual described in the discussion
"of documents 1 and 2. Accordingly, our primary concern is
that the use of this document may lead to the dlscloaure of
identities of this individual and his assoclates and the
details of the Jordanian operation. (S) ‘

Because the intervieg took place in a second country,
the use of the document may 8lso lead to the.disclosure of
CIA activities in that country, which would damage our
relations ;with that country, inhibit our ability teo conduct
operations, and place in jeopardy CIA and government officars
currently assigned to that country. (s) :

The documeni-as a whale contains a significant amount
of information concerning intalligence methods. :It confirms
that CIA polygraephs agents in remcte locatidns and indicates
thet the polygraph interviewer was not assigned to Beirut,
but ptepnred his report elsewhere, and names that location.
Thus, the report discloses the fact that CIA- poseessed a

. fairly mobile polygraph facility, headquartered-at ‘an,
identified centrel location. The text of the document also
‘gives some ingight inZo the methodology employed, by CIA
polygraph interviewers by ;dentlfying :the sreas of interest
tg the interviewer, and his reqaction to Soobzokqv. 8 answers
to particuler.subjects. The- text of the reportjls also
potentially damaging in what it does not state-J/what we did
nob consider important, or‘d!d not knaw, about ?oobzokov at
the tlme of the lnterview (S)

CIA is prepared to make\a redacted version of this
" document available for use }n this case and we Would be
willing to provide as & witpess the custodian of the records
of the Directorata of Operetions who will be ablle to state
that the docume was malntainad by CIA since 1956,
this witness &Qginot be permitted to discuss the full text
?f the document or the circumatances su:rounding ite creation.
c), ! :
The document itself is a report of a counterintelligenca
debriefing conducted on Soobzokov in 1956 by a third CIA
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staff officer. 'The interview was conducted in the United
States. This interview was not conducted during the course !
of any on-going operations, but was part of the pre-clearance
screening of Soobxokov as a potentisl asset. The interview
was apparently conducted under the auspices of an(Z ¥

cover unit. Accordingly, ‘any discusaion of the carcum-
stances surroundina CIA's acquisition of the docyment would
disclose that CIA, C -1 'conducted the lntarvlew, and
disclose the identity or tnia CIA covar unit. Such dis-
closure would endanger the security of the individuals who

had been assigned to, or dealt: with the unit., It would also
damaae our gbility to provide such cover in the future, as

the C willingnesa and ability to provide cover is in no
ssmali oegree tied to our sbility to prevent disclosure of

the existence of such caver. (S)

The documant cannot be released in full text ss it
contains substantial smounts of Information concerning
covert installations and personnel assigned to them; identi-
fies uses made of Soobzokov and uses contemplated faor him
(thus identifying . CIA's operational targetting); and identifies
those subjects which were of counterintelligence interest ta
CIA and, by omission identifies subjects which had not come
to our attention. (This last point is of no _mean significance
in that it may disclose a wsakness®in our counterintelllgence

° capaeity.) (5)

v ] - =

Document 5

ClA is prepared to maks this.document available for,
use in this case in full text, and to provide as a witness
the custodian of the records of the Directorats of Operations
who will be sble to state that our records indicate that
the document was received by Soobzokov in the United States
and’that it has been maintained since then in CIA files. (C)

CIA ﬁay not provide a discusslon aof .the circum ;Fances
surrounding the scquisition of the-document, nor we
tdentify the recipisnt of the document. (C) T

Although the document contalna only information
concernipg Soobzokov's personal activities, the circum- 2
stances aurroundxng the.~creation and acquisition of the
document bear heavily” on CIA equitigs., At the date of the
gocument Soobzokov was ‘engeged. in a training program designed

o provide an ethnic cadre of trained partisans to fight in
8 "hot war" against the Soviet Union. This operatian wasg '

.
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'-damaga our ability to obtain such cover in the future. (§)

‘known, the request's scope will broaden to include our

. nificantly. (S)

SEUKE]

r

conductsd under C-QJ cover at_an C ~ tnstallation and was
not identified as CIA to the traipees. If a discussion of
this document were to disclose CIA's interest in this
operation it could plarc in jeopardy unwitting individuals
who may have returned to hoatile locations; reveal the
affiliation of CIA pereonnel assigned to the operation; and

It should be noted that the cover .of the operation
remains intact, in spite of parallel developments in other
litigation involving Mr. Soobzokov. It has come .to our
attention that Mr. Soobzokov haa :—

- His action has led to at
c : ' 2
~3 ' Should CIA's affiliation with‘the project becoms

records and the threat of disclosure will increase sig-

Document & . . .

CIA is prepared to make a redacted version of this
document available for use in the case and is prepared to
provide a witness from the office of Security who can
testify that the doc¢ument was prepared following an inter-

~view with Sogbzokov by a CIA security bfficer and that it B o '.;

9.
D N TSk s R Rl e A
”‘/”HKZ aoéﬁﬁgn€ congains a large amount of detail con-, )
cerning Soabzakov's personal ‘history, .but alse datails in ’ ] .
some depth his past . associations with CIA, and our efforts T
to establish his bona fidea during his prolonged associetion - . w -
with CIA. Of special.concern is the amount of detail - ! .
this document contains on. polygraph methodology, includxng 3
specific queationa and the,analysls of Soobzokov's anawers v

to then. (S) ' ’ ‘ ¥ T

It is our opinion that the release of. thia information
could be especially damaging in that the information -
would provide a valuable toql to ald opposition services in
developing procedures to defeat our polygraph testing. (5)

6 ' L
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Conclusion

In view of the need to avoid the disclosures described
above and to prevent: the harm which would flow from such
disclosure please advise us before any use is made of our

documents or information.

Assistant Attorney General level may be of value., (C)

SECRET

"In

8 regard, a meeting at the

Sincerely, . /
. 1

O0ffice of General Counsel
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* Deputy Chief. (OYCLIMATIS) N8
ohier, [ 22

. o R Operational
. Document re T.Soobsckov

8 October 1952

. .1, Attachuent {b) horovith is a copy of a dooument purportadiv substantisting
' © the stateusnt made in para 4 of question 25 of RiA-A-152, L. Tsaw the
original document.
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' jx'nu porit ia valld:bogethor wibh. noldt boak Ko. 245763 Faoued

by the ocmnding orrxoor of the 33 and 3D Bmuu in Krasnodar on 15.10448;
: AL Tha Hayor (ugnnture) /CLatit/
Soomhry 3 (slgnatm ) /.Sohnu:ljnn/
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Opmtioan
_Doqument Tsgued To'
T. Soobulnw LN ,

" tnhanf.' o) hetowith is a wyy of'a éncmnt purportod to have been
Aunod to Suchat m 19“. 1n Hungary. The orlgiml 1o shown to [;.




Nid. Hudqua:'ton of cl"
-Ennnﬂan x.u:g'n gath Inmncry pr
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o ”aoobnokw ‘tghorim Circassian F Militar commander, has &
rigis to veserre tnlo butlding o 7 ’ N

"~ Tha ebove mentloned bullding will romfin under his, roaorva.tion
long u ma nertuunto ie'hot vnhdrm.

xaphna. 1944. Hovonbor,:u ’

* ;1anatu-r-o
peal Captatn Cormanding




